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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Election/Restrictions 

1. Claims 6-11, 15-17, and 20-22 withdrawn from further consideration pursuant to 37 CFR 
1.142(b) as being drawn to a nonelected of group II, there being no allowable generic or linking 
claim. Election was made without traverse in the reply filed on September 6, 2005. Claims 1-5, 
12-14, 18 and 19 are pending in the application. For further examination. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1, 3-5, 12, 14, 18-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Nummelin et al (U.S. Patent No. 6,308,164) in view of Reeves (U.S. Patent No. 5,709,410). 

As per claims 1, 3-5, 14, 19 Nummelin et al discloses a distributed management system 
for receiving project information. In so doing, Nummelin et al discloses automatically updating 
a task schedule associated with the particular individual assigned to perform the project task 
updating the and wherein the project task is not completed until results indicate that the project 
task is completed, and automatically updating a management schedule by providing a summary 
of aggregated tasks associated with the project, based on one or more updated task schedules 
(col. 6, lines 18-36). Fredell fails to expressly disclose receiving over a network from two or 
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more authorized task inspectors (i.e., collecting the project information; col. 6, lines 6-17). 
Nummelin does not expressly disclose wherein the authorized task inspectors were selected to 
perform an inspection of a project task assigned to a particular individual. Reeves in the same 
field of endeavor discloses the concept of receiving task approvals from inspectors (i.e. since the 
task approval is received from the inspector, it implies that inspector was selected) col. 1, lines 
1 1-25). Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to modify 
the disclosures of Fredell et al to incorporate the disclosures of Reeves, Jr. in order to in order to 
insure that project task is properly complete. 

As per claim 12, claim 12 is a computer-readable medium carrying one or more 
sequences of instructions for generating a schedule for a project, wherein execution of the one or 
more sequences of instructions by one or more processors causes the one or more processors to 
perform the steps of method claim 1; therefore claim 12 is rejected similarly for the same reason 
claim 1 is rejected. 

As per claim 18, claim 18 is a network interface system to perform the steps of method 
claim 1; therefore claim 18 is rejected similarly for the same reason claim 1 is rejected. In 
addition, Nummelin discloses a network interface and one or more processors connected to the 
network. Note Figure 1 of Nummelin. 

4. Claims 2 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Nummelin et al (U.S. Patent No. 6,308,164) in view of Reeves (U.S. Patent No. 5,709,410) and 
further in view of Swenson (U.S. Patent No. 5,490,097). 

As per claim 2, the combination of Nummelin et al and Reeves Jr. does not expressly 
disclose wherein an attribute of the task schedule is defined by a policy specifying that a project 
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task cannot be partially completed and the step of automatically updating the task schedule is 
performed according to the policy (col. 3, lines 19-28). However Swenson in the same field of 
endeavor discloses the concept of executing a project task using pre-programmed policies. It 
would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to modify the disclosures of 
Nummelin et and Reeves to incorporate the disclosures of Swenson et al in order to insure the 
completion schedule for the entire development project. 

Conclusion 

5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

a. Knudson et al (U.S. Patent No. 5,765,140) discloses a project management 

system. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Romain Jeanty whose telephone number is (571) 272-6732. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Thurs 7:30AM - 6:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tariq R. Hafiz can be reached on (571) 272-6729. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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Primary Examiner 
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